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Warren: Dedicatory Address

UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA LAW REVIEW
VOL. XXI

WINTER 1969

NO. 3

DEDICATORY ADDRESS*
E-ARL WAPREN**

This is a memorable event in the life of your University and of the
State of Florida. I am honored to be able to participate in it. I am sure
that this beautiful building will be an inspiration for generations to come
to all who will use it.
I am happy to learn that it is to be known as Holland Hall. That fact
should be an added inspiration for everyone. This kind of service your
distinguished Senator symbolizes is what you seek to stimulate here. It is
particularly pleasing to me because Senator Holland and I have been friends
for many years, even before either of us came to Washington. We both
served as Governor of our respective states at the same time, he, of course,
in Florida and I three thousand miles away in California. Our associations at
our Governors' Conferences and on its committees were not only pleasant but
cooperative, despite the fact that the salubrious climates and agricultural
similarities of our two states caused some people to believe that we should
be rivals rather than allies. In spite of this situation, we found ourselves in
agreement on a great many things which affect not only life in our states
but life in the Nation.
Frankness compels me to say, however, that we have disagreed on our
conclusions more times since we went to Washington, he as your Senator
and I as Chief Justice of the United States. But, those disagreements have
not affected our friendship, and that is the glory of our system. In the
administration of our great Government, it is essential, where we disagree,
to do so in amity if we are to achieve unity out of the diversity upon which
this Nation was founded. Those of us who are in Government must respect
the divergent views of men and women from all parts of the three and onehalf million square miles which our Nation covers. It is only in this way that
our chosen representatives can effectively represent their constituencies and
their particular arms of the Government, in accordance with their own
consciences without straining their friendship with those who, in like
honesty, reach opposite conclusions. Friendships which are thus tested become
stronger rather than weaker. They are the elements that cement our people
of many origins, with diverse and sometimes conflicting interests, into one
people. And it is well that it is so because with the freedoms we enjoy there
is nothing that binds us together as securely as the mutual respect which
those guiding our national destiny have for each other.
*Dedication of the Spessard E. Holland Law Center, University of Florida, February 1,
1969.
" Chief Justice of the United States.
[285]
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In recent years, I have gladly participated in a number of occasions such
as this one because I have felt that it is a part of my obligation as Chief
Justice to encourage, wherever possible, efforts being made to make more
meaningful for all of our people the law of the land. The law schools of
our country, where professorial minds are challenged by the inquisitiveness
and aspirations of youth, afford the best opportunity for testing our laws,
our concepts of justice, and the application of them to everyday life.
The dedication of a law school to the cause of justice always reminds me
of the ancient story of the wayfarer who was passing a building under construction. There were three men working on it at the time. The wayfarer
asked the first man he came to what he was doing. His answer was, "I am
making a living." When the same question was asked of the second man, his
response was, "I am following my trade." But when he asked the identical
question of the third, the workman rose to his full height and, looking the
stranger straight in the eye, said, "Sir, I am building a temple."
I am sure that those who have been so interested in the construction of
this edifice feel that they, too, have been building a temple, a temple of
justice. The Governor and legislature of your state, the president of the
university, the dean and faculty of the law school, I am confident have all
felt that in their varying activities they have been building such a temple.
I feel sure from their inspiration and from the sight of this beautiful building,
the students who are entered here will also believe that it is a temple in
which they will respect and do homage to the majesty of the law.
This is a particularly appropriate time to stimulate such a reverence
because, as in other generations of great change, the world is in a state of
flux, and it becomes difficult for our institutions to evolve new methods for
meeting the rapidly changing conditions.
The legal problems of today are not provoked so much by the content or
lack of it in the substantive law which has had a consistent development for
centuries and is well understood in all parts of the land. It is in the administration of these laws that we encounter our most serious problems. The
population explosion, the growing complexity of our economy, the litigious
sentiment that is so predominant today, the addiction to outmoded procedures
and the resistance to change all conspire to slow down the administration of
justice to a point where many unsavory and unwholesome conditions become
the order of the day. These and other things have caused court congestion
with resulting backlogs which, in many parts of our country, have reached
the crisis stage. Many factors operating in our society today tend to make the
practice of law a business rather than a profession. The practice of law in
some places has been so intertwined with business that it is impossible to
distinguish between the two disciplines, and in some instances there is a
tendency not only towards specialization but toward technical competence
rather than the justice of the cause at hand. In some types of litigation the
most successful lawyers are those who have the ability and organization to
delay the day of trial the longest.
Throughout the Nation, we can point out courts where the day of trial
in civil cases is habitually three, four, or even more years after the filing of
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the complaint. This applies to both state and federal courts, and wherever such
conditions exist, justice is being denied to at least one party to every litigation
and often to both sides. A person of modest means with a just cause cannot
afford to wait years for its determination and often has forced upon him the
necessity of settling on an inequitable basis or being forced into bankruptcy.
My particular duties have brought me into more intimate contact with
the situation in the federal courts and they, of course, challenge my interest
more than do the others, although it is generally known that some of the
state courts are worse. However, in the federal system, while many district
courts may be considered current, in several of our larger metropolitan
centers, the median time to a jury trial is three years or more. It was until
very recently thirty-nine months in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania,
thirty-six months in the Southern District of New York, thirty-one months
in the Eastern District of New York, and twenty-five months in the District
of Columbia. The number of civil cases which have been on the dockets in
federal courts for more than three years has been steadily rising over the past
five years, and now constitutes more than ten per cent of the pending civil
cases concentrated in our major metropolitan areas.
The most dramatic problem of the law has arisen in the processing of
criminal cases through our courts. The operation of the United States courts
is a matter of personal concern to me, and I must confess that despite magnificent efforts on the part of many of the judges we are not meeting the challenge
of our times. Though the standard of currency for criminal cases should
certainly be less than six months, in one federal court - the Eastern District
of New York - it was recently discovered that the average time between
indictment and jury trial was 20.2 months. In the neighboring Southern
District of New York now almost sixty per cent of its criminal cases have
been pending for more than one year. A comparable situation exists in the
District of Columbia. Throughout all of the federal courts last year almost
half of the criminal cases had been pending more than six months.
The Congress has been generous with the courts and, at our request, has
supplied us with the number of judges we have asked for to remedy this
situation, but our problems continue to multiply. Some of them, of course,
can be explained by the increase in both population and litigation, but for
the most part they can be attributed to failures of court administration.
Now why do I mention these sordid facts on such a happy occasion as this?
Because I believe it is the greatest problem of our profession today, and
because I likewise believe that it is not merely the problem of the courts but
the problem of the entire legal profession - the judges, the practicing
attorneys, and the law schools of the country.
Much of this delay is caused by lack of calendar control - much of it
because of the procrastination of lawyers and some of it because, as far as I
know, there are few, if any, law schools in the country which have an adequate
course in court administration to keep before the embryonic lawyers of the
country their responsibility for preventing delays in the administration of
justice.
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I have mentioned the injustice of keeping a civil litigant from obtaining
a trial for three, four, or more years. But think of the greater failure of
justice when an innocent person is kept in jail for a year or more after his
indictment before he can have his case tried by a jury in accordance with the
Constitution of the United States. And what is equally shocking is the case
of the criminal who is released on bail or on his own recognizance for more
than a year after having committed a serious crime, and thus enabled to
commit other serious crimes before being tried on the first charge.
I do want to say that about a year ago the President and the Congress
provided for a Federal Judicial Center through which we will be able to
collect uniform and adequate statistics which will tell the story of our defects
as well as our accomplishments. However, it will do no good to gather these
statistics and point out possible remedies unless the entire legal profession
will join in making them effective.
I am sure that the law schools of the country could be very helpful in
this situation if they were to make the administration of justice as important
a factor in law school education as that of teaching the law of torts, property,
business law, et cetera. I realize the limitations of time that handicap the
law schools in the scope of their curricula, but there are ways in which law
schools can be most helpful in the field I have just been discussing. Every
good law school should have attached to it a law center that is not necessarily
for prescribed courses for the students but for the study of legal problems
of importance to the community, the state, and the Nation- a center where
lawyers, scholars, and interested citizens can discuss the problems of the day
in a manner which will lead to their solution. Such a center under the
auspices of the law school can not only be a forum for such seminars, lectures,
and conferences but will create an atmosphere that is bound to challenge the
interests of the students and broaden their concept of our profession. It
should enable them to involve themselves even during their law school days
in the subjects that tend to differentiate us as a profession from the mechanical
and technological pursuits which often limit the concept of justice.
I am not pointing at any deficiencies in this law school because I have
been informed that the University of Florida has long been involved in the
legal community and in the solution of problems of the law. I am told it
was the first to join with state judges to sponsor seminars for judges. Both
the Legal Aid and Public Defender are tied in with the law school, and the
professors of this school have long worked with state and local bar associations
on committees and in continuing education. I commend you on all of these
activities, and merely plead for more of them not only for your own particular
benefit but as an object lesson to other law schools that have not made such
advances.
This is an auspicious time for the dedication of new temples of justice.
The towers of the old ones are trembling from the injustices that stalk them
in almost every part of the world. Some of these injustices are of ancient
origin, passed over for centuries in the mad scramble for material prosperity
until they have become endemic and almost unnoticed in our society. Others
are of more recent origin - violent reactions to ancient wrongs - and still
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others are sheer aggression and are basically antisocial. In the aggregate, all
of them seriously threaten the very structure of civilization itself.
But all is not lost because the world is now in ferment on all of these
issues. Everything that is not of recent origin is being questioned - relationships, attitudes, values. Either of two results from this ferment is possible.
One is that it may result in a renaissance of far greater importance to mankind
than that of the Middle Ages; the other is that the fabric of our civilization
will be destroyed and another woven to replace it, leaving in its wake the
remnants of wisdom, sacrifice, and achievement which have added up to our
present values.
I believe it will result in a renaissance because a world that can achieve
the technological skill of recent years and that can travel to the moon can
certainly discipline itself to live in peace, both as between nations and within
nations. Surely when we consider the alternative, this must be done.
These temples of justice are the places where the answers to our problems
must be propagated. One, like myself, who has lived for many years and has
seen the world in varying moods can only envy the young men and women
who will spend their most formative years under the guidance of teachers who
dedicate their lives to the cause of justice in our country and throughout
the world. They will, I am sure, respond magnificently to the highest ideals
to which they may be exposed as recent graduates of law schools are doing
at the present time.
No longer do the great law firms of Wall Street in New York, La Salle
Street in Chicago, and comparable other streets in our large cities have a
monopoly on the best students of our law schools. They must compete with
smaller, home-town firms, public employment and sociolegal programs that
offer soul-searching opportunities appealing to the idealism of youth. In fact,
the great law firms are now relegated to the football recruiting practices of
universities which aspire to play in such places as your Orange Bowl. And
the competition is not one-sided. More and more, young people are feeling
the pull toward causes which compensate more in satisfactions than in money.
And that is very much in order if the goal of our great profession is always
to be justice.
A great Prime Minister of England *was once asked by a young man
what he might do in preparation for important public service. His reply was
that he should involve himself in some good cause and then pursue it the rest
of his life. How appropriate that advice would be today, and one might even
add that the cause should probably be an unpopular one because lasting
satisfactions more often flow from accomplishments achieved through travail
rather than because of their popularity. There are so many causes to be
served today that there is room for every young man and woman. If every
law school in America would select a good cause - any good cause - and
pursue it diligently our profession would be greatly enriched; opportunities
for a better life would be available to all of us; our cities would be more
livable; and the majesty of the law would be enhanced.
It is because I believe this law school at the University of Florida is committed to such objectives that I am happy to join all of you in dedicating this
beautiful building as a temple of justice.
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